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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This application has been examined. The amendment filed 8/17/05 has 
been received. Accordingly, claims 34-39 have been cancelled. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 25-27 and 29-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Kolton et al (5590325). 

4. Regarding claim 25, Kolton et al show a method for using a graphic user 
interface that: receives a quantitative graphic representation of an output 
arrangement criterion from a user through the interface (Figures 4A-C, 5A-C, 7A- 
C, column 3 lines 50-67, column 4 lines 10-33, column 6 lines 1-20), transmitting 
electronic data representing the representation to an automated query response 
system (column 4 lines 36-65, column 5 lines 10-20), and receiving a response 
from the automated query response system comprising a plurality of items 
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arranged relative to each other in dependence on the output arrangement 
criterion (column 5 lines 10-39, column 11 lines 30-65, column 12 lines 42-64). 

5. Regarding claim 26, the quantitative graphic representation has a scale 
wherein the user selects a desired value based on manipulating the scale 
(column 6 lines 9-30). 

6. Regarding claim 27, the query response system is a search engine 
(column 5 lines 10-20). 

7. Regarding claim 29, the output criterion includes sort criterion (column 8 
lines 25-45). 

8. Regarding claim 30, the output criterion includes ranking criterion (column 
8 lines 25-45, column 9 lines 35-65). 

9. Regarding claim 31 , the representation includes both an output 
arrangement criterion (see para 4 of this Office Action) and a quantitative 
modifier for a semantic query (column 10 lines 25-65). 

1 0. Regarding claim 32, the query response system operates on data records 
linked with one another and a ranking of the records depends on the links to or 
from other" records (column 5 lines 10-30, column 9 lines 30-60). 
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1 1 . Regarding claim 33, note the medium (column 3 lines 40-60). 



12. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 



13. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. It is directed to a medium which 
according to the specification may be just a signal transmitted through a 
processor. Such a medium is not statutory subject matter. 



14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 



1 5. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kolton et al (5590325). 



16. Regarding claim 28, in addition to that mentioned for claim 25, Kolton et al 
do not specifically go into the details that the data is transmitted over the Internet, 
but do mention transmitting data over a network to access databases. Examiner 
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takes Official Notice that the Internet was already a common network to use at 
the time of the applicant's invention to access databases. It would have been 
obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to use the Internet in the 
invention of Kolton et al, because it would allow convenient access to databases 
over a network. 

17. Claims 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kolton et al (5590325) and Tanimizu et al (6005977). 

1 8. Regarding claim 40, in addition to that mentioned for claim 26, note also 
Kolton et al show defining database query definition and output representation 
operation parameters of a database (column 5 lines 10-30, column 8 lines 15- 
55). Kolton et al do not go into the details that the representation has the graded 
portion and that the grade manipulation is the operation parameter, but do 
mention manipulating the parameter via a convenient graphical interface 
property. Furthermore, Tanimizu et al do show the graded portion and that the 
grade manipulation is the operation parameter, as a convenient graphical 
interface property with which to compare data (Figures 1 , 6, column 3 lines 35- 
58, column 4 lines 35-55, column 7 lines 45-60). It would have been obvious to a 
person with ordinary skill in the art to have this in Kolton et al, because it would 
be a convenient graphical interface property with which to compare and 
manipulate data parameters. 
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19. Claims 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kolton et al (5590325) and Ono et al (5668966). 

20. Regarding claim 40, in addition to that mentioned for claim 26, note also 
Kolton et al show defining database query definition and output representation 
operation parameters of a database (column 5 lines 10-30, column 8 lines 15- 
55). Kolton et al do not go into the details that the representation has the graded 
portion and that the grade manipulation is the operation parameter, but do 
mention manipulating the parameter via a convenient graphical interface 
property. Furthermore, Ono et al do show the graded portion and that the grade 
manipulation is the operation parameter, as a convenient graphical interface 
property with which to compare and manipulate data (Figures 1, 7, 9, 11, column 
10 lines 50-65, column 12 lines 45-65, column 14 lines 20-39). It would have 
been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have this in Kolton et al, 
because it would be a convenient graphical interface property with which to 
compare and manipulate data parameters. 

21 . Claim 41 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and .any intervening claims. This claim brings out 
receiving an output database set from the database in accordance with the 
database operation parameter, in which the relative arrangement of members of 
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the output database set is responsive to manipulation of the graded 
representation portion by the user. These features in combination with the other 
elements of the claims combined are not set forth in the prior art of record. 

22. Claims 1 -24 are allowable over the prior art of record. These claims bring 
out receiving an output database set from the database in accordance with the 
database operation parameter, in which the relative arrangement of members of 
the output database set is responsive to manipulation of the graded 
representation portion by the user. These features in combination with the other 
elements of the claims combined are not set forth in the prior art of record. 

23. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Steven P. Sax whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 272-4072. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 
8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571 ) 272-4063. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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